During the course of the nineteenth century the Abbotsford, Bannatyne, Grampian, Maitland, and Spalding Clubs, together with a number of individuals, were responsible for publishing the majority of the documents that related to the Scottish medieval church.
article these issues will be examined in detail for the first time using the Moray cartulary as particularly stark case study.
THE BANNATYNE CLUB, 1823-67
The Bannatyne Club was formally constituted in Edinburgh in February 1823, with Sir Walter Scott as the first president and his close friend Thomas Thomson as vicepresident. 4 Thomson became the second president following the death of Scott in 1832.
been privately printing some old manuscripts for distribution among themselves before 1823. 12 In any event, the new Scottish club was named after George Bannatyne, the sixteenth-century collector of Scottish poetry, and at least one stanza to his memory was composed by the new Bannatynians.
13
Assist me, ye friends of old books and old wine, In singing the praises of sage Bannatyne, Who left such a treasure of old Scottish lore, As enables each age to print one volume more! One volume more, my friends! one volume more! We will ransack old Banny for one volume more! through to publication by providing sufficient funding either by himself or in tandem with others, and then present the finished product to the other members of the club. 19 However, surprising though it may seem to our generation of scholars, the decision by this group of antiquarians to found a historical club in Scotland was not universally wellreceived by their contemporaries. Although the London Courier welcomed the creation of the Bannatyne Club, the Edinburgh Literary Gazette was rather less enthusiastic: 'This most ridiculous of all the affectations of the day has lately exhibited another instance of its diffusion, in the establishment of a Roxburghe Club in Edinburgh.' 20 In fact, some critics were very sceptical both about the whole project and the motivations of its members. An article in the April 1829 edition of the New Scots Magazine, for example, called the club 'this society for the diffusion of useless knowledge', and stated that the members were people:
[...] about whom nobody knows or cares. [...] A Bannatynian is a sort of literary scavenger, whose duty is to save from oblivion all kinds of rubbish. But, did ever men club together to promote objects so utterly useless? Was ever time and money more egregiously applied? What benefit is the public to derive from reprinting old trash? 21 There is no doubt that today people would wince with embarrassment upon receiving criticism of this nature. The Bannatyne Club, however, was collectively made of stronger stuff. They explained the criticism in the New Scots Magazine away by claiming that it had been written in a fit of pique by a gentleman who had failed in a bid to be elected as a member, and that it had been published without his permission. 22 To their credit, the Bannatyne Club was not afraid to reprint criticisms like this in their own publications and this perhaps demonstrates an openness of mind together with a self-belief in their chosen 19 Patrons also had potential volumes suggested to them: Edinburgh, National Archives of Scotland [NAS] By 1840, however, it was clear that the club was in financial difficulty. While it retained an average annual surplus of approximately £165 for the first sixteen years of its life, the treasurer was forced to fight a constant battle with members reluctant to pay their yearly subscription of five guineas. Some years these arrears alone amounted to well over £200, close to half the annual income from membership subscriptions. Between 1840 and 1867
the club regularly made a loss and frequently had to call on its banking overdraft facility.
This financial information demonstrates that the club members were obviously publishing above their means. Occasionally, they only managed to break even when money was received from the Maitland club to help with the publishing costs of editions like the
Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis.
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The financial affairs of the club seem to have reached breaking point in 1855 when there was a massive downturn in income and the committee was finding it very hard to convince candidates to accept membership when it was offered to them. Accordingly, that year David Laing wrote to every member to ask their opinion on the continuing viability of the club. Some of this correspondence has survived and from this it is clear that the vast majority of members voted to dissolve the club, albeit many with great reluctance (see Appendix 1, letter A). This downturn in income is reflected in the publication record: the Bannatyne Club produced approximately 93% of its editions before 1855. After that date, the production of new texts slowed dramatically.
23 NLS, MS 9360, 86; James Skene (ed.) , The History of the Troubles and Memorable Transactions in Scotland and England, from MDCXXIV to MDCXLV. By John Spalding, 2 vols (Edinburgh, 1828-9) . 24 NLS, MS 9360, 103. This lack of sound finances after 1840 also occasionally strained the relationships between the club and the men who worked as editors for it. In December 1850, for example, Cosmo Innes wrote to David Laing about Origines Parochiales Scotiae and demanded that he should get more financial support from the club committee (see Appendix 1, letter B). Any worries Innes had regarding the continuing financial viability of the club also affected the attitudes of the clerks he employed to do the transcribing, collating, proof reading and indexing and some of them seem to have been concerned about their lack of job security (see Appendix 1, letters B and C).
Although the club subscriptions for 1856 were collected, they had been reduced to four guineas and this was the last occasion upon which members were asked to make an annual payment. The last two editorial contributions that Cosmo Innes made to the club were both published in 1856. These consisted of the second volume of the Arbroath cartulary and the two volumes of the Brechin cartulary. Even though they were not the last ecclesiastical cartularies published by the Bannatyne Club, they were the last relating to a major high medieval Scottish ecclesiastical establishment to appear in print during the nineteenth century.
NINETEENTH-CENTURY PUBLISHED ECCLESIASTICAL CARTULARIES
In total, approximately thirty-five Scottish ecclesiastical cartularies were published during the course of the nineteenth century. These publications are listed in Appendix 2, The latter grouping is perhaps the easier to deal with first. Everyone should be aware of the fact that they are largely artificial constructs. As such, the arrangement of the material within these editions is a product of a distinct editorial style in which royal material and a good solid chronological arrangement took precedence in accordance with nineteenthcentury antiquarian legal sensibilities. More importantly, perhaps, the major problem with this grouping of published material is that they inevitably do not include new documents uncovered since they initially went to print. Essentially, these artificial constructs are between 120 and 160 years out of date. While some attempts have been made at various times at least to place a few pieces of new material in the public domain, this has never been done in either a systematic or sustained manner.
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If we now turn back to the first grouping of published material, those cartularies that were wholly or almost wholly based on earlier manuscript cartularies, it is possible to subdivide them further into another two broad groups. 46 In addition, for Innes these records were also proof of the first step of civilisation in Scotland, as the native inferior races were gradually displaced by more energetic strangers.
47
Innes, however, was not prepared to lend equal weight to each separate manuscript that he encountered. He divided them into two broad classes. First, those which he regarded as being of 'sufficient antiquity' because the palaeographic conventions matched the date of the document. Second, those where the manuscript source was a post-1600 transcript.
This division is an important key to understanding another part of Innes's editorial methodology as he generally regarded these later transcripts as being packed full of 'manifest errors', 'misconceptions', and 'imperfections'. Therefore, to get rid of these problems the imperfect documents had to be collated with all other copies of the same document to improve their grammar and errors. Given what is known about nineteenth-century editorial practice, it seems safe to assume that Innes, unlike other editors for the Bannatyne Club, had reached some kind of accommodation with the people to whom he sub-contracted work so that he took all the credit (and criticism) for their work.
More importantly, the possibility that Innes may never have seen some of the different source materials from which the Glasgow and Arbroath cartularies were created adds at least one more layer of uncertainty to the trustworthiness of the published editions. While it might be objected that the records surrounding the editing and publication of the Glasgow and Arbroath cartularies concern only two of Innes's publications, there is also clear evidence that he used the same editorial methods in at least another five occasions. been seriously dilapidated and it was likely that the value of church benefices had been deliberately underestimated to escape from onerous crown taxation. More importantly, these artificial groupings completely disguise how the documents were arranged in the actual manuscripts. Cosmo Innes would want to present the history and records of that see in a logical and organised manner for the gratification of himself, his family, and his patron. In any event, the introduction to the published edition of the Moray cartulary gives an indication of some of the problems Innes encountered when he edited NLS, MS Adv.
34.4.10, NLS, MS Adv. 34.4.9 and NLS, MS Adv. 34.5.2, and his method of dealing with them. For example, whenever he thought that records had been engrossed unsatisfactorily in these three manuscripts, Innes attempted to find copies of the particular documents in other sources and used those versions for publication in the Moray cartulary.
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Unfortunately, however, when he did utilise a version of a document from another source, he gave no indication how dissimilar it was to the version recorded in any of the three Moray manuscripts.
In a similar fashion, if Innes regarded the text of a particular document in the earliest manuscript, NLS, MS Adv. 34.4.10, as 'corrupt' (grammatically incorrect), he frequently found that the text of the later copy of that document, in NLS, MS Adv. 34.4.9, offered a grammatical improvement on the original. 88 In these instances he invariably used text from the later manuscript for the published edition of the Moray cartulary. Of course, the problem with this approach to editorial work is that Innes effectively published copies of textually improved copies of copies of original documents. Often, these textually improved versions can be dated to almost 300 years later than the originals that they purport to record. Yet another major problem encountered by Innes was choosing which documents to print from a particular manuscript. Frequently, manuscripts NLS, MS Adv. 34.4.10 and NLS, MS Adv. 34.4.9 preserve more than one copy of the same deed. These copies very often differ in the minute details that they preserve, such as in names included in witness lists.
Innes (assuming that it was him that performed this task and not a scribe) circumvented this problem by choosing the version of a document that he thought was best preserved and collating this version with all the other copies he had at his disposal.
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A document that records a royal confirmation of an earlier grant by Bishop Brice (1203- It is, however, quite another matter to arrive at a solution to all these problems. Clearly, historians cannot continue to accept and use these published editions as primary sources in their own right. In an ideal RAE-less world it might be possible to begin work on trying to rectify the problems but this is unlikely to happen as long as monographs continue to be of prime importance to research assessment exercises. The irony of this tale is that some of these monographs may be based on misleading evidence if it was sourced from a published cartulary in the first instance. In this respect, perhaps the last word should rest with Cosmo Innes. To give him credit, it would appear that he was not completely happy with some of his published editions. For example, the introduction to the main body of text in the Moray cartulary contains a quite remarkable editorial disclaimer:
The accurate student of these antiquities should not take such readings on the authority of an editor; […] Where mistakes have occurred they cannot be attributed to haste or inadvertency. To bring the cartulary into its present shape has cost much time and labour. Unhappily, the thought will sometimes intrude that they might have been better bestowed.
94
For how much longer can we afford to ignore this sentiment?
94 Ibid., xlvii-xlviii.
APPENDIX 1, letters A, B & C.
A. Yair -Selkirk 19 th January 1855 Dear Mr Laing I have received your report & circular relative to the proposal for winding up the Bannatyne Club. If I am in town on the 30 th I will attend the meeting, but in case I am prevented from doing so, I now write to say that I quite approve of the proposal. the reasons alleged for it appear to me quite conclusive. For some time past when I have observed on the shelves of my library to what a load the publications have reached it has frequently occurred to me that their value must be diminishing on account of their unwieldiness, and that even if the system is to be carried on it would be better to do it under a new name. My chief regret would be the discontinuance of the chartularies and other monastic records, for the perpetuation of which we had done more than any other similar association. But that consideration does not weigh against the valid arguments for slaying Banny before he becomes a victim to senility. I am, my dear Sir very truly yours, Alex. Pringle.
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B.
5 December 1850 Dear Mr Laing, I venture to put you in mind of writing to the contributors to the Parochiale. My best assistant intimates that he is tempted to leave Edinburgh and I cannot secure help if I have not a certainty of remunerating the men who work for me. I daresay you can guess that, having exhausted the Contribution of the three members, for the Printer & Mr Anderson -and having since employed three other gentlemen under myself -it is not a very lucrative concern for me. In prudence I know I ought to abandon it, but I think it useful and I will give my labour of you don't throw impediments in the way. Unless the committee support me, the book must stop. Yours faithfully, C. Innes. At the same time, all qualities considered, I believe I can do this kind of work better than anyone else that can be had, and I should be sorry that a really national work should be put into worse hands, or be stopped. If I might suggest, there are two ways in which the matter may be done. 1. Adopt a plainer way of getting up the chartularies and let that part of the expense which at present goes to artists, be appropriated as a remuneration for the editor. Or 2. Where the sum intended for the book is not exactly limited, let the editor have a definite allowance; and let the illustrations & embellishments be subject to the discretion of the contributor.
To adapt these plans to the present case, I should be willing to undertake to furnish the chartulary of Dunfermline, well & scholarly edited and printed & ready for the binder, but without ornament of any kind, for the sum £300 Mr Loch mentions; & on that footing I should have for my own trouble something under £100. Or on the other plan / which I prefer / I will take £100 for my work as editor, and will have the necessary work of transcribing, printing & indexing, done as economically as possible, & submit any plans of embellishment by facsimiles &c. to the after consideration of the Contributors. Will you let Mr Loch know my views in this matter, and tell me whether he approved. He will be pleased to hear that Holyrood will be out of the printers hands in eight days. My preface has run to an unexpected length, but a good deal of the matter is useful & new. Lord Jeffrey says the fault of our chartularies is that they are still too much a sealed book to the uninitiated, & he advises an explanatory title to each document, footnotes of any difficulties, and long prolegomena on the points of information & interest to be found in the record. I fear the prolegomena to Holyrood will meet his views as to length at least. I am dear Craig yours faithfully, C. Innes. 
APPENDIX 4, letter E.
15 March '47 My dear Sir, The older Register of Arbroath will print to about 36 sheets, exclusive of indexes and prolegomena, or about 50 sheets including all necessary apparatus. The Later Register fills 1300 pages of transcript (144 words to a page) but a considerable part of it will be abridged, and I calculate it may be reduced to a volume (including tables and indexes) of 80 sheets or 640 pages. But you will observe "the Clerks copy" at Panmure has a few charters in the first vol. which are not in either of ours. The second vol. contains the charters of Abbot George Hepburn 1503-1515. It is a 12 mo of 100 folios. The third vol. contains the charter of James and David Betouns, Abbots, and is a large octavo of 216 folios. 1518-1536. None of these are in ours. Of course the two last consist mostly of feu charters & tacks, which though most valuable for local history will bear great abridgement. I count on having from Panmure, Kinnaird & Cortachie, 50 to 60 illustrative documents, part of which will thole abridgement. Now all this brings me to the result, that we can make a much better division than by printing merely the Registr. Vetus by itself. There are some charters in the Later Register of our library as early as William the Lion (the founder) & the Alexanders; and I think it would be much the most satisfactory way to arrange all the materials of the Registers somewhat after the method of the Glasgow Chartulary, & at any rate in chronological order. If this arrangement is approved of, we could have two volumes of pretty equal size, each containing 70 or 80 sheets. There is no reason for undertaking more than one at present. You wished me to note the rate of remuneration we spoke of. I told you Mr I. Stevenson charged 2 Guineas a sheet for mere transcribing & printing Latin documents, & I proposed to follow that rate, exclusive of copying (which is done already) but including the labour of arranging, abridging & preface etc. Now however I have rather changed my mind. I should not like to charge by the size -having the power of making the book bigger or less according to my judgement. I propose therefore that the Club should give me 100 Guineas for the first vol calculated to contain half the materials of the whole Registers of Arbroath. I think the Club must also allow £20 for a Clerk to collate, abridge, fetch & carry. But if you think this too much for a Clerk's allowance, make it what you say is right and I will make it up to what will maintain the lad who works for me. Faithfully yours, C. Innes. 100 100 EUL La.IV.17 (Cosmo Innes 1.), fo.4905.
